94 


Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 


OPINION 696 

PARTHENOPE WEBER, 1795, AND DALDORFIA RATHBUN, 1904 
(CRUSTACEA, DECAPODA): PLACED ON THE OFFICIAL LIST OF 

GENERIC NAMES 

RULING.—(1) The following generic names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) Parthenope Weber, 1795 (gender: feminine), type-species, by designation 

by Rathbun, 1904, Cancer longimanus Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 

1581); 

(b) Daldorfia Rathbun, 1904 (gender: feminine), type-species, by monotypy. 

Cancer horridus Linnaeus, 1758 (Name No. 1582). 

(2) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) horridus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Cancer horridus 

(type-species of Daldorfia Rathbun, 1904) (Name No. 1962); 

(b) longimanus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Cancer long¬ 

imanus (type-species of Parthenope Weber, 1795) (Name No. 1963). 

(3) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified: 

(a) Lambrus Leach, 1815 (a junior objective synonym of Parthenope Weber, 

1795) (Name No. 1678); 

(b) Parthenope Fabricius, 1793 (a junior homonym of Parthenope Weber, 

1795) (Name No. 1679). 

(4) The family-group name parthenopidae (correction of parthenopina) 
Macleay, 1838 (type-genus Parthenope Weber, 1795) is hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Number 362. 

(5) The family-group name parthenopina Macleay, 1838 (an incorrect 
original spelling for parthenopidae) is hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Number 
399. 


HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.)1487) 

The present case was submitted to the office of the Commission by Dr. L. B. 
Holthuis in June 1961. Dr. Holthuis’ application was sent to the printer on 
13 July 1961 and was published on 2 February 1962 in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
19 : 58-60. Public Notice of the possible use of the plenary powers was given 
in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to the other prescribed serial publica¬ 
tions {Bull. zool. Nomencl 4 : 51-56). Objections to Dr. Holthuis’ case were 
advanced by Dr. D. N. Johnson, Dr. Fenner A. Chace and Dr. John S. Garth. 
These were published together with a reply by Dr. Holthuis in Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 19 : 314; 20 : 99-101. The following further letter from Dr. Holthuis 
was sent to Commissioners with V.P.(63)17: 

“ Recently I received the reactions of Dr. Fenner A. Chace, Jr., and Dr. 
John S. Garth on my application in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 19(1) : 58-60) con¬ 
cerning the names Parthenope Weber, 1795, Parthenope Fabricius, 1798 and 
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Lambrus Leach, 1815. The arguments given by Drs. Chace and Garth to keep 
strictly to the Rules and not to use the plenary powers here, are, I have to admit, 
quite strong. It is a matter of personal opinion whether or not one considers 
the degree of frequency in which the incorrect names are used more than the 
correct ones sufficiently great to offset the disadvantages of the suspension of 
the Rules. Since European authors are more used to the incorrect names, they 
are more easily inclined to think the invoking of the plenary powers justified. 
However, also the viewpoint that the Rules should be applied here strictly can 
be well defended as shown by Drs. Chace and Garth. The present problem 
indeed is one of those borderline cases in which both parties have almost equally 
strong arguments in favour of their viewpoints. 

“ Whether or not my proposal is accepted by the Commission, it will be of 
the utmost importance that a decision on this question be taken one way or the 
other, so that finally an end be made to the double usage of the generic name 
Parthenope in carcinological literature. Neither Dr. Chace nor Dr. Garth have 
suggested an alternative action for the event that the Commission rejects my 
proposal. Therefore, I would suggest that in that case the Commission take the 
following decisions, which agree with the viewpoints of my opponents: 

(1) place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the following 

names: 

(a) Parthenope Weber, 1795; 

(b) Daldorfia Rathbun, 1904: 

(2) place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the following 

names: 

(a) horridus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer 

horridus (the name of the type-species of the genus Daldorfia 

Rathbun, 1904); 

(b) longimamts Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer 

longimanus (the name of the type-species of the genus Parthenope 

Weber, 1795); 

(3) place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in 

Zoology the following names: 

(a ) Lambrus Leach, 1815 (an objective junior synonym of Parthenope 

Weber, 1795); 

(b) Parthenope Fabricius, 1798 (a junior homonym of Parthenope 

Weber, 1795). 

(4) identical to par. (4) of my proposal. 

(5) identical to par. (6) of my proposal. 

“ It is hoped, that whatever decision the Commission may make, carcin- 
ologists all over the world will abide by this decision so that finally uniformity 
will be established in the nomenclature of the group.” 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 13 May 1963 the Members of the Commission were invited to vote under 
the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (63)17 either for or against the proposals 
set out in Bull . zool. Nomencl. 19 : 60. At the close of the prescribed Voting 
Period on 13 August 1963 the state of the voting was as follows: 
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Affirmative votes—nine (9), received in the following order: Holthuis, 
Hering, Bonnet, Obruchev, Binder, Borchsenius, Uchida, Tortonese, Kiihnelt. 

Negative votes—fourteen (14): China, Boschma, Vokes, Stoll, do Amaral, 
Mayr, Alvarado, Jaczweski, Lemche, Riley, Miller, Evans, Brinck, Mertens. 

On Leave of Absence—three (3): Bradley, Key, Prantl. 

Voting Papers not returned—one (1): Munroe. 

Commisioner Hemming returned a late affirmative vote. 

The following comments were made by Commissioners in returning their 
votes: 

Dr. Henning Lemche (24.vi.63): The case is very controversial, but the con¬ 
sistency in the American usage of the formally correct nomenclature cannot be 
left without support—even though the way in which Weber’s names gained 
priority has never appeared morally correct in the minds of European authors. 

Dr. Per Brinck (7.viii.63): I think that the arguments presented by Dr. 
Holthuis are reliable and that his application means a safe way out of present 
double usage of Parthenope. When—in spite of this—I vote against the pro¬ 
posal this is because of the series of strong objections which have been presented 
by various carcinologists. 

Original References 

The following are the original references for the names placed on Official 
Lists and Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion: 

Daldorfa Rathbun, 1904, Proc. biol. Soc. Washington 17 : 171 

horridus , Cancer , Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 629 

Lambrus Leach, 1815, Trans, linn. Soc. Lond. 11 : 310 

longimanus , Cancer , Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 629 

Parthenope Fabricius, 1798, Suppl. Ent. syst.: 315, 352 

Parthenope Weber, 1795, Nomencl. ent. Syst. Fabr.: 92 

parthenopidae Macleay, 1838, Smith's lllustr. Zool. S. Afr. (Invert.) : 55 

parthenopina Macleay, 1838, in incorrect original spelling for parthenopidae 

q.v. 

The following is the original reference for the designation of a type-species 
for a genus concerned in the present Ruling: 

For Parthenope Weber, 1795 : Rathbun, 1904, Proc. biol. Soc. Washington 
17 : 170, 171 

CERTIFICATE 

I certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (63)17 were cast as set out above, 
that the proposal adopted was the proposal put forward as an alternative to the 
use of the plenary powers, and that the decision so taken, being the decision of 
the International Commission, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 696. 

w. e. china 
Acting Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 

21 September 1963 




